
IN LIEU OF 
DIRECTORS’ MEETING
 MONDAY, MAY 29, 2006

COUNTY-CITY BUILDING, ROOM 113

  I. MAYOR 
** 1. NEWS ADVISORY - Mayor Seng to Announce Water Conservation Plans at News

Conference.
** 2. NEWS RELEASE - Mayor Calls for Voluntary Water Conservation.
** 3. NEWS RELEASE - Mayor Announces Winners of Annual Water Conservation Art

Contest. 
** 4. NEWS RELEASE - Pre-Construction Open House Planned on Stormwater

Improvements.  
** 5. Washington Report, May 12, 2006.
*   6. NEWS ADVISORY - Mayor Seng’s News Conference, May 23, 2006, on Annual 4th

of July Celebration.   
*   7. NEWS RELEASE - “Uncle Sam Jam” to Feature Live Symphony Concert on July 4. 
*   8. Washington Report, May 19, 2006.  

II. DIRECTORS 

FINANCE DEPARTMENT
** 1. Monthly City Cash Report.
*   2. May Sales Tax Including:

(a) Gross Sales Tax Collections (With Refunds Added Back In)
(b) Sales Tax Refunds
(c) Net Sales Tax Collections
(d) Actual Compared to Projected Sales Tax Collections

HEALTH DEPARTMENT
** 1. NEWS RELEASE - Adult Smoking Rate on the Decline.

LIBRARY 
*   1. Response from Carol Connor, Library Director, to Robin Eschliman re: Letter of

May 18, 2006 to Mayor Seng. 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
** 1. Lincolnshire Square 4th Addition Final Plat #05108. Generally located at South 70th

and “A” Streets.
** 2. Annexation by Ordinance, No. 18691. Effective: April 11, 2006. 42.52 Acres.
** 3. Earley’s Addition Final Plat #05122. Generally located at North 52nd and Garland

Streets.
*   4. Action by Planning Commission on Wednesday, May 24, 2006. 

PLANNING COMMISSION FINAL ACTION
** 1. Special Permit No. 06031. (Wireless Facility - 540 North 46th Street). Resolution No.

PC-00995.
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** 2. Waiver No. 06002. (Sanitary Sewer Design Standards - 84th and Rokeby Road).
Resolution No. PC-00997.

** 3. Special Permit No. 06030, charleston Heights Community Unit Plan. (Northwest of
North 14th Street and Humphrey Avenue) Resolution No. PC-00996.

*   4. Special Permit No. 06032. (Club Kicks - 4820 Rentworth Drive) Resolution No. PC-
00998.

PUBLIC WORKS
** 1. King Little structural engineering inspection and investigation of walls located at

1840 “E” Street
*   2. Letter to Don Wesely regarding request for construction of a traffic signal at the

intersection of 27th and Wildcat. 

PUBLIC WORKS - ENGINEERING
** 1. PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES ADVISORY. Pine Lake Road widening project

#700014; 40th Street - 61st Street, 56th Street; Shadow Pines - Thompson Creek 
*   2. PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES ADVISORY. May 25, 2006. Pine Lake Road

Widening Project #700014, 40th Street - 61st Street, 56th Street; Shadow Pines -
Thompson Creek with map of area. 

III. CITY CLERK 

 IV. COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE

JON CAMP
 ** 1. Email from Jodi Delozier regarding fire truck late fees. The City Council should

move forward and collect the late fees. 

JONATHAN COOK 
**  1. Request to Bruce Dart, Health Director - RE:  Request for a sign at 31st & Calvert

about dogs having to be on a leash and cleaning up after them (RFI#129 - 05/04/06)
- SEE RESPONSES RECEIVED FROM JAMES WEVERKA.

**  2. Request to Harry Kroos, Public Works & Utilities Department; Sidewalks. 
RE: Sidewalk Ramps around Milder Manor (RFI#130 - 5/04/06)

ROBIN ESCHLIMAN
**  1. Community Meeting held May 12, 2006. Ideas for increasing City income.
**  2. Letter to Mayor Seng regarding specific budget cuts. 

DAN MARVIN
*    1. Correspondence on how Hercules, CA used eminent domain to keep out Wal-Mart. 

  V. MISCELLANEOUS
** 1. Letter from Aquila, re: Extension of 8 years on the Aquila franchise with the City of

Lincoln. 

Correspondence Supporting Proposal to Ban Concealed Weapons
**  1. Email from Kathleen Nelson.
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**  2. Email from Marcee Metzger, Rape/Spouse Abuse Crisis Center.
**  3. Letter from Clarice Lawson. (Letter distributed to Council Members)

Other Correspondence
**  1. Email from Paul Haith, re: Fire truck issue. Encourage Council to request an

independent audit by an outside agency.
**  2. Email from an anonymous constituent with ideas for consideration. 
**  3. Email from Karen Hatcher, re: West “A” Project.  Possibly a reconsideration or

“tweaking” the eminent domain plan. 
**  4. Email from Christopher B. Stokes, re: Lincoln transportation issues. 
**  5. Email from Steve and Carol Anderson, re: Gas prices in Lincoln compared to

Omaha. 
**  6. Email from Carol Anderson, re: Gas prices listed for Lincoln versus Omaha. 
**  7. Email from Kay Wunderlich, re: Gas prices different in West Omaha versus

Lincoln.
**  8. Email from Jan Anderson, re: Twenty-two (22) cent price difference gasoline here

in Lincoln and in West Omaha.   
**  9. Email from David Oenbring, re: Sales tax decline - study effect of the smoking ban;

thanks for Taste of China saved from eminent domain. 
**10. Email from Vicky Valenta re: Lincoln Journal Star article. 

Letters Received in Appreciation of Postponement of Change of Zone #06012 at 9th and 
Van Dorn Streets with Suggestions for Rezoning
**  1. Paul Hetrick, 2611 South 10th Street.
**  2. Russell Hand, 2661 South 9th Street.
**  3. Ron Linville, 2601 South 10th Street.
**  4. Abraham Gamez, 2619 South 10th Street.
**  5. Juan Tapia, 2538 South 9th Street.
**  6. B. Powell, 2710 South 9th Street.
**  7. Angela Kimpton, 2667 South 10th Street.
**  8. Arnold Walker, 2650 South 9th Street.
**  9. Kevin Lewis, 1015 Hill Street.
**10. Roger Carter, 1032 Hill Street.
**11. Mr. and Mrs. N. Welter, 2640 South 10th Street.
**12. Margaret Stroup, 2727 South 10th Street.
**13. Troy and Connie Saltzman, 2673 South 10th Street.

  V. MISCELLANEOUS (CONTINUED - RECEIVED FOR WEEK OF 05/29/06)
*   1. LIBA Position Statement on EMS Deficits. (Statement distributed to Council

Members on 05/22/06)
*   2. Letter from Billy and Wilma Williams re: Comments on City employee’s salaries,

suggestions, employees residing in Lincoln and Mayor Seng. 
*   3. Letter from Randall Klein re: Proposed development at 9th and Van Dorn Streets and

Treatment of Citizen Speaking before Council. 
*   4. Email from David Oenbring re: Reject any effort to restrict or ban concealed

weapons within the City.
*   5. Email from Janine M. Saltzman re: Against development at 9th, 10th and Van Dorn

Streets
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*   6. Letter from Nancy First, Second Amendment Sisters, re: Do not ban citizens from
carrying concealed handguns.  

*   7. Email from Jay Snyder re: Current revenue shortfall for the City budget. 
*   8. Email from Ron and Sheila Scheinost re: Opposed to development at 10th and Van

Dorn Streets.

 VI.  ADJOURNMENT

*HELD OVER TO JUNE 5, 2006
          **HELD OVER FROM MAY 22, 2006

  

W:\FILES\CITYCOUN\WP\da052906.wpd









 

TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
Stevens agrees to address local government 
concerns; House Judiciary denied referral.  
The Senate Commerce, Science and 
Transportation Committee held a hearing this 
week on comprehensive telecommunications 
legislation (S 2686) introduced by Committee 
Chairman Ted Stevens (R-AK) and 
Committee Ranking Democrat Daniel Inouye 
(D-HI). 
 
The hearing yielded good news for local 
governments, with Stevens assuring Dearborn 
Mayor Michael Guido that he will work to 
address local government concerns with the 
franchising process outlined in the bill.  In 
addition, Stevens declared that he will delay 
consideration of the bill to give Committee 
staff time to draft a new bill and for the 
Committee to hold a hearing on it.  Under the 
new schedule, the Committee will proceed 
with the hearing it already has scheduled for 
next Thursday.  The new bill will be released 
the week of June 5.  The Committee will then 
hold a hearing on the new bill on June 13 and 
mark it up on June 20. 
 
Guido was testifying on behalf of local 
government organizations.  In his testimony, 
Guido told the Committee that the bill’s 
requirement that local governments approve 
franchises within 30 days and its call for the 
FCC to draft a model franchise would 
essentially rob local governments of the their 
franchising authority.  Guido also expressed 
concern over how the bill would send all 
disputes between local governments and the 
industry to the Federal Communications 
Commission (FCC) for resolution, saying that 
doing so would rob local governments of the 
ability to manage public rights-of-way and 
that the FCC is ill-equipped to handle such 
disputes.  In addition, Guido criticized the 
bill’s exclusion of advertising and home 
shopping income from its definition of “gross 

revenue,” arguing that it would reduce local 
government revenue from franchise fees by as 
much as 20 percent.  Finally, Guido called on 
the Committee to include build out language 
in the bill, saying that its current anti-
discrimination language would do little to 
prevent major disparities in service between 
high-income and low-income neighborhoods. 
 
Guido’s testimony was well received by 
several Senators.  Joining Stevens in voicing 
the need to address local government 
concerns were Inouye, Senator Conrad Burns 
(R-MT), Senator Barbara Boxer (D-CA), 
Senator Ben Nelson (D-NE) and Senator 
Frank Lautenberg (D-NJ).  Earlier this year, 
Inouye and Burns jointly authored principles 
for telecommunications legislation that 
largely reflect the local government position.  
 
Senators John Ensign (R-NV), Jim DeMint 
(R-SC), Gordon Smith (R-OR), and George 
Allen (R-VA) all expressed skepticism about 
the local government role in franchising and 
expressed support for a national franchise 
similar to that outlined in the House bill. 
 
In the House, after two weeks of deliberating 
and many reports to the contrary, House 
Speaker Dennis Hastert (R-IL) decided not to 
refer telecommunications legislation (HR 
5252) approved by the House Energy and 
Commerce Committee to the House Judiciary 
Committee.  In response, Judiciary 
Committee Chairman James Sensenbrenner 
(R-WI) and Judiciary Committee Ranking 
Democrat John Conyers (D-MI) introduced 
their own legislation addressing the issue of 
network neutrality.  The measure is 
reportedly similar to legislation (HR 5273) 
introduced by Telecommunications and the 
Internet Subcommittee Ranking Democrat 
Edward Markey (D-MA) and will be marked 
up in that committee next week.  It will 
ultimately be up to the House Rules 
Committee to decide whether the Judiciary 
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component could be added to the COPE 
bill on the House floor. 
 
Although the House’s official floor 
schedule for next week does not include 
HR 5252, Barton and the regional Bell 
operating companies are pushing hard for 
the bill to pass the House before Memorial 
Day.  However, proponents of full network 
neutrality are pushing back and the issue 
has started to make the bill controversial.  
 
BUDGET 
House narrowly approves FY 2007 budget 
resolution.  New House Majority Leader 
John Boehner (R-OH), determined not to 
be the first Majority Leader in over 30 
years to fail to approve an annual budget 
resolution, was finally able to negotiate a 
deal this week that allowed for the narrow 
passage of the budget blueprint on the floor 
early Thursday morning. 
 
The 218-210 vote was achieved after a 
group of moderate Republicans dropped 
their demand for an additional $7 billion in 
spending in the Labor, HHS, and 
Education Departments spending bill.  
They instead settled for a deal in which the 
bill will receive $3.1 billion more than 
requested by the President.  GOP 
moderates also secured a promise from 
House leadership that the Community 
Development Block Grant (CDBG) 
program at HUD would be funded at least 
at its FY 2006 level.  While the FY 2006 
level for CDBG represented a cut of 10 
percent form FY 2005 levels, it would be 
significantly more than the $1 billion 
reduction requested by the White House. 
 
Upon passage of the House budget 
resolution, the Chairmen of the House and 
Senate Budget Committees pledged to 
work vigorously to craft a compromise in 
conference, but significant differences 
remain between the two blueprints.  In 
addition, there is not a great deal of 
incentive to finalize a budget resolution, 
since House appropriators have already 
moved forward with their FY 2007 
spending bills, and neither version contains 
any “reconciliation” instructions, which in 
recent years has provided filibuster 
protection to over $2 trillion in tax cuts 
proposed by the President. 
 
However, without a budget resolution, 
Senate appropriators must operate under 
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the FY 2006 spending cap, which is $23 
billion below the level included in the 
FY 2007 budget resolution approved by 
Senators earlier this year. 
 
APPROPRIATIONS 
House clears first FY 2007 
appropriations bill; work proceeds apace 
at the Committee level.  The House 
continued to make progress towards the 
goal of Appropriations Committee 
Chairman Jerry Lewis (R-CA) to pass all 
of 11 of the FY 2007 appropriations bills 
before July 4. 
 
The House cleared the FY 2007 Interior 
and Environment Appropriations Bill by 
a vote of 293-128, making it the first FY 
2007 appropriations measure to pass the 
House.  In addition, at press time, the 
House was debating the FY 2007 
Military Quality of Life and Veterans 
Affairs Appropriations Bill (HR 5385). 
  
In addition to this week’s floor action, 
the Appropriations Committee approved 
the FY 2007 Homeland Security 
Appropriations Bill and the FY 2007 
Energy and Water Development 
Appropriations Bill while the Foreign 
O p e r a t i o n s  A p p r o p r i a t i o n s 
Subcommittee approved its FY 2007 
measure.  The full House is scheduled to 
consider both the Homeland Security 
and Energy and Water Development 
measures next week.  Also on tap for 
next week, the Treasury, Transportation 
and Housing and Urban Development 
Appropriations Subcommittee will take 
up its FY 2007 bill while the full 
Appropriations Committee considers the 
Foreign Operations and Legislative 
Branch measures. 
 
The Senate has yet to consider any of its 
FY 2007 spending bills and is not 
expected to do so until June. 
 
FINANCE 
Recently approved tax bill includes 
unfunded mandate on local governments.  
A $70 billion package of tax breaks (HR 
4297) signed into law this week by the 
President institutes new withholding 
requirements for the federal government, 
states, and local governments. 
 
The provision will require governments 
that spend more than $100 million 

annually on goods and services to 
withhold a new tax equal to three percent 
of their payments to most vendors and 
contractors.  It would take effect on 
January 1, 2011 and only applies to 
governments, not to the private sector.  
Payments to individuals under 
government programs such as food 
stamps or medical assistance would be 
exempt from the rules as well.  The 
Senate Finance Committee estimates that 
the provision will raise almost $7 billion 
in revenues to the federal government 
over a 10-year period. 
 
Local government organizations are 
working with Senator Larry Craig (R-
ID) on a repeal of the provision, and 
Craig introduced legislation (S 2821) 
this week to that effect.  The 
Congressional Budget Office has 
determined that the provision is likely to 
impose an unfunded mandate on states 
and local governments that exceeds the 
threshold ($64 million) of the Unfunded 
Mandates Reform Act.  In addition, the 
provision was not included in either the 
House or Senate versions of the tax bill, 
but included at the last minute in a 
House-Senate conference committee. 
 
ENVIRONMENT 
Congress rejects environmental waivers 
for the Defense Department.  Both the 
House and Senate are in the process of 
considering legislation to authorize 
programs at the Department of Defense, 
and for the fifth straight year, it appears 
that Defense Department requests for 
exemptions from a number of federal 
environmental laws will be denied. 
 
Neither the House nor the Senate bill 
contains any language sought by 
Defense that would provide them 
waivers from regulations under the 
Clean Water Act, Safe Drinking Water 
Act, Superfund, and other environmental 
laws.  Many local governments are 
experiencing negative environmental 
effects at military installations in their 
communities and have vigorously 
opposed the provisions. 
 
The Defense Department denies that its 
requests are total exemptions, but 
environmental groups and local 
governments do not believe that the 
department has made a convincing case 



 

that the provisions would have any effect 
on military readiness. 
 
The House approved its version of the 
Defense Department authorization bill (HR 
5122) on May 11, and the Senate is 
scheduled to take up its measure in June. 
 
PUBLIC SAFETY 
House panels clear four separate gun bills.  
The House Transportation and 
Infrastructure Committee approved HR 
5013, “Disaster Recovery Personal 
Protection Act of 2006,” this week. 
 
Introduced by Rep. Bobby Jindal (R-LA), 
the bill would prohibit the seizure of legal 
firearms during major disasters. Jindal 
introduced the bill in response to the New 
Orleans Police Department confiscating 
weapons during the Hurricane Katrina 
disaster.  Law enforcement officials 
collected over 700 firearms, but agreed to 
return the weapons after the National Rifle 
Association (NRA) filed a lawsuit. 
 
The House actions came the same week 
that the NRA announced the campaign 
initiative, “Strategy to Impact 2006 
Elections and Beyond.”  This 
announcement came at the end of the 
NRA’s annual convention in Milwaukee.  
The NRA revealed campaign plans for the 
midterm elections and plans to have all 
police chiefs and Mayors sign pledges 
never to forcibly disarm legal gun owners 
during a time of disaster.  As well as 
targeting major cities, the NRA will 
encourage state legislatures and Congress 
to pass legislation protecting the right to 
bear arms during times of crisis.  As part of 
their campaign, the NRA will focus on 
Louisiana residents and their experiences 
during Hurricane Katrina. 
 
In addition, the Crime Subcommittee of the 
House Judiciary Committee cleared three 
related gun bills.  The first (HR 5005), 
introduced by Rep. Lamar Smith (R-TX), 
would prohibit the Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco, Firearms and explosives (ATF) 
from sharing data used to trace firearms 
with local law enforcement agencies.  The 
second (HR 1384), introduced by Rep. Phil 
Gingrey (R-GA), would allow the 
interstate sale of handguns and would 
allow dealers to sell firearms at out-of-state 
gun shows.  The third (HR 1415), 
introduced by Rep. Carolyn McCarthy (D-
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NY) and supported by both the NRA and 
gun control advocates, would authorize 
$125 million a year from FY 2006 to FY 
2008 for grants to improve state criminal 
and mental health records and to 
improve the transmittal of federal 
criminal and mental health refunds to the 
states. 
 
HUMAN SERVICES 
Senate committee reports Ryan White 
bill.  This week, the Senate Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions 
Committee approved S 2823, “Ryan 
White HIV/ AIDS Treatment 
Modernization Act of 2006. 
 
S 2823 would reauthorize programs 
under the Ryan White CARE Act. It 
would prioritize early diagnosis 
treatment, target resources based on 
priority and equity, and ensure 
accountability of all CARE funds.  
According to the CARE Act, Title I 
provides localities with emergency 
assistance for areas that are 
disproportionately affected by the 
HIV/AIDS epidemic. 
 
In addition, Title II provides states with 
funding to improve the quality and 
availability of health care and support 
services to individuals and families 
diagnosed with HIV/AIDS.  In the past, 
Title I and Title II included hold 
harmless provisions. These hold 
harmless provisions have raised 
concerns that areas with increasing 
amounts of epidemic cases are not 
receiving necessary funds. The grant 
formulas count the cases based on data 
spanning 10 years and newer epidemic 
areas receive disproportionately less 
assistance. 
 
Currently, the formula grants are based 
on estimated living cases, but many of 
the funds being allocated are based on 
numbers that included deceased cases.  
Also, there are many cases that are 
counted twice because of an overlap 
between major metropolitan areas and 
states.  The HIV/AIDS cases are counted 
once in major cities and again in the 
overall state count. 
 
S 2823 would change the formula so that 
it only includes reported as opposed to 
estimated AIDS cases.  It would make 

all metropolitan areas with more than 
50,000 people and with at least 500 
AIDS cases eligible for Title I funding.  
For cities with more than 2,000 living 
AIDS cases, the bill includes a hold 
harmless provision that would ensure 
they receive at least 90 percent of their 
FY 2006 allocation in FY 2007, 85 
percent of their FY 2006 allocation in 
FY 2008, and 80 percent of their FY 
2006 allocation in FY 2009. 
 
SENIOR SERVICES 
House committee clears Older 
Americans Act reauthorization.  The 
House Education and Workforce 
Committee approved legislation (HR 
5293) to reauthorize the programs under 
the 1965 Older Americans Act.  The 
measure had been approved on the 
subcommittee level last week. 
 
The legislation would reauthorize 
through FY 2011 all of the programs at 
the Administration on Aging at the 
Department of Health and Human 
Services that provide assistance to 
seniors in areas such as nutrition, 
transportation, social services, and home 
health care.  The legislation also would 
reauthorize job training programs for the 
elderly at the Department of Labor.  
Sponsors of the bill hope that the 
legislation will: 
 
• Promote programs to assist elderly 

avoid institutional care; 
 
• Strengthen health and nutrition 

initiatives; 
 
• Improve educational and volunteer 

services for the elderly; 
 
• Increase federal, state, and local 

coordination, and 
 
• Safeguard employment-based 

training for older Americans. 
 
In an unusual occurrence as of late, the 
measure has significant bipartisan 
support and is expected to be approved 
easily on the House floor. 
 
 
 
 
 



 

DISASTER ASSISTANCE 
House committees address measures to 
reorganize FEMA.  The House Homeland 
Security Committee, the House 
Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee, and the House Government 
Reform Committee considered two bills 
this week that would authorize programs at 
the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency (FEMA). 
 
The main focus of the debate in all three 
panels was jurisdiction of the agency.  The 
Homeland Security Committee would keep 
FEMA at the Department of Homeland 
Security (DHS), but would allow the 
FEMA Director to report directly to the 
President during a disaster.  The 
Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee and Government Reform 
Committee would remove FEMA from 
Homeland Security and return it to an 
independent, cabinet-level agency, as it 
was prior to the creation of DHS in 2002.   
 
Both bills would overturn a recent 
Homeland Securi t y  Department 
restructuring directive that separated 
disaster response and preparedness within 
the department and returns both 
responsibilities to FEMA. 
 
The Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee has primary jurisdiction over 
FEMA, but the Homeland Security 
Committee also believes that it should 
have a say in the debate given its 
jurisdiction over DHS as a whole.  House 
leadership has not indicated which version 
it prefers, but only one of the two is likely 
to come to the House floor for a vote, 
which will not occur until after the 
Memorial Day recess. 
 
TRANSPORTATION 
Senators introduce transportation security 
measure.  Legislation that would authorize 
$5.43 billion in funding for maritime, rail, 
and public transportation security was 
introduced last week by Senate Commerce 
Committee Chairman Ted Stevens (R-AK) 
and Ranking Democrat Daniel Inouye (D-
HI) with 41 bipartisan cosponsors. 
  
The "Maritime, Rail, and Public 
Transportation Security Act of 2006" (S 
2791) blends two bills (S 1052, S 2032) 
that were approved in the Senate on the 
committee level last year.  In addition to 
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a u t h o r i z e d  f u n d i n g ,  t h e 
legislation would re-establish the 
Transportation Security Administration 
(TSA) as the lead agency in the 
transportation security arena.  The TSA 
was created in response to the terrorist 
attacks of September 11, but subsequent 
budget constraints and reorganizations 
have watered-down its authority and 
effectiveness. 
  
Under the proposal, transit security 
would receive $3.5 billion, rail security 
would get $1.2 billion, and port and 
cargo security would be funded at 
$728.6 million, all over the next three 
years.  Funding would also be used to 
support security infrastructure, 
workforce training, and technology 
research grants.  
  
The bill would also provide grants to 
Amtrak, freight railroads, and others to 
upgrade security across the entire 
railroad system and would authorize a 
pilot program for passenger, baggage, 
and cargo screening. 
  
Regarding port security, the bill would 
enhance cargo security by requiring the 
U.S. Customs and Border Patrol to 
develop a process to evaluate, screen and 
inspect cargo headed for the U.S. prior to 
loading overseas. 
  
To gain more support and allow for a 
quicker trip to the Senate floor, bill 
sponsors excluded roughly $18 billion in 
provisions related to aviation and motor 
carrier security, as well as the security of 
shipping hazardous materials that were 
part of S 1052.  The Senate bill now 
more closely resembles a House bill that 
was introduced on May 17 by House 
Judiciary Committee Chairman James 
Sensenbrenner (R-WI). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

GRANT OPPORTUNTIES 
Department of Health and Human 
Services:  Administration for Children 
and Families is accepting applications 
for the Mentoring Children of Prisoners 
program.  The program is designed to 
c r ea te  one -on -one  me n to r ing 
relationships between children of 
incarcerated parents and responsible 
adult mentors.  This opportunity is 
available to children between the ages of 
four and 18 years.  There is $9.7 million 
available to be awarded among 55 
eligible applicants and there is a 25 
percent match is required.  The deadline 
for the application is June 12, 2006. For 
more information, see: 
www.acf.hhs.gov/grants/open/HHS-
2006-ACF-ACYF-CV-0029.html. 
 
  
  
  



CITY OF LINCOLN
GROSS SALES TAX COLLECTIONS 
(WITH REFUNDS ADDED BACK IN)

2000-2001 THROUGH 2005-2006

% CHG. % CHG. % CHG.
ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL FR. PRIOR ACTUAL FR. PRIOR ACTUAL FR. PRIOR
2000-2001 2001-2002 2002-2003 2003-2004 YEAR 2004-2005 YEAR 2005-2006 YEAR

SEPTEMBER $3,758,935 $3,844,150 $4,239,938 $4,453,875 5.05% $4,648,160 4.36% $4,630,210 -0.39%

OCTOBER $4,273,028 $4,116,763 $4,464,191 $4,670,587 4.62% $4,706,690 0.77% $4,823,369 2.48%

NOVEMBER $4,060,765 $4,125,824 $4,407,744 $4,526,166 2.69% $4,687,792 3.57% $4,799,275 2.38%

DECEMBER $3,824,569 $3,855,906 $4,034,958 $4,314,111 6.92% $4,500,338 4.32% $4,511,403 0.25%

JANUARY $3,968,572 $4,140,990 $4,046,633 $4,335,924 7.15% $4,264,010 -1.66% $4,342,902 1.85%

FEBRUARY $4,895,886 $4,982,568 $5,224,986 $5,531,405 5.86% $6,086,841 10.04% $5,797,893 -4.75%

MARCH $3,731,090 $3,908,567 $4,076,943 $3,980,041 -2.38% $4,158,874 4.49% $4,247,908 2.14%

APRIL $3,126,694 $3,641,403 $3,711,803 $3,889,388 4.78% $4,097,988 5.36% $3,991,159 -2.61%

MAY $4,061,857 $3,949,873 $4,184,028 $4,602,788 10.01% $4,730,317 2.77% $4,543,369 -3.95%

JUNE $3,741,325 $3,856,119 $4,169,550 $4,599,245 10.31% $4,557,735 -0.90%

JULY $3,804,895 $4,033,350 $4,105,554 $4,391,257 6.96% $4,519,466 2.92%

AUGUST $4,093,476 $4,231,174 $4,402,156 $4,893,438 11.16% $4,803,665 -1.83%

TOTAL $47,341,091 $48,686,688 $51,068,484 $54,188,225 6.11% $55,761,877 2.90% $41,687,489 -0.46%#DIV/0! #DIV/0! #DIV/0!
Year to date vs.

 previous year

Page 1



CITY OF LINCOLN
SALES TAX REFUNDS

2000-2001 THROUGH 2005-2006

% CHG. % CHG. % CHG.
ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL FR. PRIOR ACTUAL FR. PRIOR ACTUAL FR. PRIOR
2000-2001 2001-2002 2002-2003 2003-2004 YEAR 2004-2005 YEAR 2005-2006 YEAR

SEPTEMBER ($472,215) ($646,545) ($48,531) ($69,997) 44.23% ($135,858) 94.09% ($80,882) -40.47%

OCTOBER ($127,363) ($379,290) ($64,605) ($110,193) 70.56% ($165,219) 49.94% ($358,866) 117.21%

NOVEMBER ($448,872) ($132,336) ($134,088) ($219,454) 63.66% ($101,531) -53.73% ($173,972) 71.35%

DECEMBER ($193,085) ($240,014) ($177,459) ($390,445) 120.02% ($325,510) -16.63% ($6,319) -98.06%

JANUARY ($352,999) ($74,082) ($306,467) ($59,315) -80.65% ($220,967) 272.53% ($269,713) 22.06%

FEBRUARY ($115,206) ($509,277) ($61,404) ($323,218) 426.38% ($394,324) 22.00% ($73,395) -81.39%

MARCH ($303,779) ($428,507) ($17,601) ($22,759) 29.30% ($99,240) 336.05% ($165,869) 67.14%

APRIL ($478,438) ($333,878) ($281,861) ($199,018) -29.39% ($69,900) -64.88% ($196,682) 181.38%

MAY ($79,461) ($176,292) ($275,081) ($155,787) -43.37% ($122,283) -21.51% ($166,567) 36.21%

JUNE ($47,618) ($127,168) ($138,914) ($194,593) 40.08% ($34,811) -82.11% ($14,085) -59.54%

JULY ($235,932) ($181,863) ($563,339) ($42,086) -92.53% ($162,998) 287.30%

AUGUST $0 ($63,949) ($341,868) ($531,884) 55.58% ($148,028) -72.17%

TOTAL ($2,854,968) ($3,293,201) ($2,411,218) ($2,318,751) -3.83% ($1,980,668) -14.58% ($1,506,350) -9.78%
Year to date vs.
previous year

Page 2



CITY OF LINCOLN
NET SALES TAX COLLECTIONS

2000-2001 THROUGH 2005-2006

% CHG. % CHG. % CHG.
ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL ACTUAL FROM PR. ACTUAL FROM PR. ACTUAL FROM PR.
2000-2001 2001-2002 2002-2003 2003-2004 YEAR 2004-2005 YEAR 2005-2006 YEAR

SEPTEMBER $3,286,720 $3,197,606 $4,191,407 $4,383,878 4.59% $4,512,303 2.93% $4,549,328 0.82%

OCTOBER $4,145,665 $3,737,474 $4,399,587 $4,560,394 3.66% $4,541,471 -0.41% $4,464,503 -1.69%

NOVEMBER $3,611,894 $3,993,488 $4,273,655 $4,306,712 0.77% $4,586,261 6.49% $4,625,303 0.85%

DECEMBER $3,631,485 $3,615,893 $3,857,499 $3,923,666 1.72% $4,174,828 6.40% $4,505,085 7.91%

JANUARY $3,615,574 $4,066,908 $3,740,166 $4,276,609 14.34% $4,043,044 -5.46% $4,073,189 0.75%

FEBRUARY $4,780,680 $4,473,291 $5,163,582 $5,208,187 0.86% $5,692,517 9.30% $5,724,498 0.56%

MARCH $3,427,311 $3,480,060 $4,059,342 $3,957,283 -2.51% $4,059,634 2.59% $4,082,038 0.55%

APRIL $2,648,256 $3,307,525 $3,429,942 $3,690,371 7.59% $4,028,088 9.15% $3,794,477 -5.80%

MAY $3,982,395 $3,773,581 $3,908,947 $4,447,001 13.76% $4,608,034 3.62% $4,376,803 -5.02%

JUNE $3,693,707 $3,728,951 $4,030,637 $4,404,651 9.28% $4,522,924 2.69%

JULY $3,568,964 $3,851,488 $3,542,215 $4,349,171 22.78% $4,356,468 0.17%

AUGUST $4,093,476 $4,167,224 $4,060,288 $4,361,554 7.42% $4,655,637 6.74%

TOTAL $44,486,126 $45,393,489 $48,657,267 $51,869,477 6.60% $53,781,209 3.69% $40,195,225 -0.13%
Year to date vs.
previous year

Page 3



             Actual Compared to 
           Projected Sales Tax Collections

VARIANCE
2005-06 2005-06 FROM $ CHANGE % CHANGE

PROJECTED ACTUAL PROJECTED FR. 04-05 FR. 04-05
SEPTEMBER $4,521,210 $4,549,328 $28,118 $37,025 0.82%

OCTOBER $4,738,362 $4,464,503 ($273,859) ($76,968) -1.69%
NOVEMBER $4,743,930 $4,625,303 ($118,627) $39,042 0.85%
DECEMBER $4,420,986 $4,505,085 $84,099 $330,257 7.91%
JANUARY $4,632,570 $4,073,189 ($559,381) $30,145 0.75%

FEBRUARY $5,740,599 $5,724,498 ($16,101) $31,981 0.56%
MARCH $4,191,410 $4,082,038 ($109,372) $22,404 0.55%
APRIL $3,957,554 $3,794,477 ($163,077) ($233,611) -5.80%
MAY $4,620,145 $4,376,803 ($243,342) ($231,231) -5.02%
JUNE $4,464,241
JULY $4,536,625

AUGUST $4,837,297

TOTAL $55,404,929 $40,195,225 ($1,371,541) -$50,956 -0.13%



























May 17, 2006

Don Wesely
5300 Leighton
Lincoln, NE 68504

Dear Don:

We have reviewed your request for constructing a traffic signal at the intersection of
27th and Wildcat.

As you are aware, a development agreement was signed by the developers of the
properties in the area that agreed at such time as conditions were met, eastbound and
westbound left turns and through movements would be restricted at the 27th and
Wildcat intersection.  The agreement also contained language that the intersection
of 27th and Whitehead would be signalized when traffic signal warrants were met.
This development agreement was approved by the Lincoln City Council.

We looked at the potential to also signalize 27th and Wildcat.  There are geometric
issues that would make signalizing that intersection problematic, chiefly the lack of
storage space for vehicles on the east leg of the intersection   Another concern of
staff is that it would be unlikely that traffic signal warrants would be met at both
intersections at any point in the future.  Delay along the corridor would increase with
the addition of an another traffic signal, and traffic crashes would be expected to
increase as well.

Based upon the need to safely and efficiently move traffic through this section of 27th

Street, and in keeping with the initial agreement between the developers and the
City, we will proceed with the terms of the agreement and not signalize the Wildcat
intersection, while limiting the east/west left turns and through movements.  We will
continue to monitor this area to determine if further traffic changes are necessary.

Sincerely,

Karl Fredrickson, P.E.
Public Works and Utilities Director

cc: Coleen Seng, Mayor
City Council
Roger Figard
Randy Hoskins 

W:\FILES\INTERLNC\City\COUNCIL\AGENDA\2006\052906\Wesely_27 and Wildcat_May 17, 2006.wpd



May 25, 2006
PINE LAKE ROAD WIDENING PROJECT #700014

40th Street - 61st Street
56th Street; Shadow Pines - Thompson Creek

This advisory is to inform you of the upcoming closing of 56th Street from Shadow Pines to Thompson Creek
and the opening of Pine Lake Road from 57th Street to 61st Street.

Phase 4 Pine Lake Road east of South 57th Street will be opened to 70th Street with access at 59th
Street, 61st Street, and Campbell’s Nursery.  Lane closures will be used to complete the
sidewalks, install street lighting, and seeding later this fall.  The intersection at 56th Street for
east/west travel won’t be opened until early winter.

Phase 5 South 56th Street is scheduled to close the week of June 5, 2006.  This includes the
intersection of the Pine Lake Road.  The anticipated completion of this phase is early
winter of 2006.

Access for Urology PC Clinic will use Pine Lake Road from 40th Street.  Visitors to the clinic will make a u-
turn at the east end of the median (on the asphalt) before the intersection of 56th  Street and enter off Stephanie
Lane.  This access will be used until late fall when local access can be restored onto 56th Street from the north.

Shadow Pines home owners to the east of 56th Street will have access to a one-lane access road.  Caution
should be used when using this access as the single lane access will change weekly as construction proceeds.
There is also work to be done for the relocation of the 6" water main to the subdivision at Shadow Pines.  At
this time, we don’t have a date when this will happen, but water will be shut off for a short period during one
day to connect the system.  Lincoln Water System will be notifying property owners when this is scheduled
to happen.

Thank you for your cooperation and patience with this project.  Please call if you have any questions.

Charlie Wilcox, Project Manager Steve Samuelson
City of Lincoln, Engineering Services Constructors Inc.
531 Westgate Boulevard, Suite 100 (402) 434-1764
Phone:  (402) 441-7532
Cell:  (402) 440-6067
cwilcox@lincoln.ne.gov

700014 Adv CDW 6.wpd





James Weverka/Notes

05/04/2006 10:27 AM

To BDart@ci.lincoln.ne.us

cc amcroy@mccrealty.com, campjon@aol.com, 
DBollwitt@ci.lincoln.ne.us, dmarvin@neb.rr.com, 
ESevere@ci.lincoln.ne.us, jcookcc@aol.com, 

bcc

Subject Re: JCookRFI#129

Bruce,
I will check into it and if possible have the sign installed.   Our signs can only be installed on the same 
post as Neighborhood watch signs.   Jim

Jim Weverka
Animal Control Chief
3140 N Street
Lincoln, Nebraska  68510
Phone  402-441-7900     Fax   402-441-8626

Animal Control - Protecting People and Animals
BDart@ci.lincoln.ne.us

BDart@ci.lincoln.ne.us 

05/04/2006 09:37 AM To TBogenreif@ci.lincoln.ne.us, JWeverka@ci.lincoln.ne.us, 
DBollwitt@ci.lincoln.ne.us

cc amcroy@mccrealty.com, campjon@aol.com, 
dmarvin@neb.rr.com, ESevere@ci.lincoln.ne.us, 
jcookcc@aol.com, ksvoboda@alltel.net, 
LQuenzer@ci.lincoln.ne.us, MBowen@ci.lincoln.ne.us, 
Mayor@ci.lincoln.ne.us, newman2003@neb.rr.com, 
robine@neb.rr.com

Subject Re: JCookRFI#129

Jim, Denise, please respond to Council member Cook's RFI.
Thanks
Bruce

Bruce D. Dart, Ph.D.
Health Director
Lincoln-Lancaster County Health Department
3140 N Street
Lincoln, NE 68510
402-441-8001
bdart@ci.lincoln.ne.us
*****************************************************
"Its amazing how much can get done when no one cares who gets the credit."

                                                                           
             Tammy J                                                       
             Grammer/Notes                                                 
                                                                        To 
             05/04/2006 09:34          Bruce D Dart/Notes@Notes            
             AM                                                         cc 



                                       Elaine Severe/Notes@Notes,          
                                       campjon@aol.com, jcookcc@aol.com,   
                                       robine@neb.rr.com,                  
                                       amcroy@mccrealty.com,               
                                       newman2003@neb.rr.com,              
                                       ksvoboda@alltel.net,                
                                       dmarvin@neb.rr.com,                 
                                       Mayor/Notes@Notes, Mark D           
                                       Bowen/Notes@Notes, Linda K          
                                       Quenzer/Notes@Notes                 
                                                                   Subject 
                                       JCookRFI#129                        
                                                                           
                                                                           
                                                                           
                                                                           
                                                                           
                                                                           

To:           Bruce Dart, Health Director

From:       Jonathan Cook - RFI#129

Jonathan received a phone message from a gentleman requesting to have a
sign put up at 31st & Calvert about dogs having to be on leashes and
cleaning up after them.  Could you please check into this matter.

Please find Request For Information #129 from Jonathan Cook.  If you will
send your response to the Council Office at CouncilPacket@lincoln.ne.gov,
in a pdf format, I will distribute your response in the usual manner on the
Directors' Agenda.  The Subject line need only read JCookRFI#129.
Thank-you.

Tammy Grammer
City Council Office
441-6867



James Weverka/Notes

05/09/2006 07:51 AM

To Bruce D Dart/Notes@Notes, Steve Beal/Notes@Notes

cc amcroy@mccrealty.com, campjon@aol.com, 
DBollwitt@ci.lincoln.ne.us, dmarvin@neb.rr.com, 
ESevere@ci.lincoln.ne.us, jcookcc@aol.com, 

bcc

Subject Re: JCookRFI#129

Bruce and Steve,
All the Neighborhood Watch in the 31st and Calvert area have the"License and Clean up" signs already.   
Jim

Jim Weverka
Animal Control Chief
3140 N Street
Lincoln, Nebraska  68510
Phone  402-441-7900     Fax   402-441-8626

Animal Control - Protecting People and Animals
BDart@ci.lincoln.ne.us

BDart@ci.lincoln.ne.us 

05/04/2006 09:37 AM To TBogenreif@ci.lincoln.ne.us, JWeverka@ci.lincoln.ne.us, 
DBollwitt@ci.lincoln.ne.us

cc amcroy@mccrealty.com, campjon@aol.com, 
dmarvin@neb.rr.com, ESevere@ci.lincoln.ne.us, 
jcookcc@aol.com, ksvoboda@alltel.net, 
LQuenzer@ci.lincoln.ne.us, MBowen@ci.lincoln.ne.us, 
Mayor@ci.lincoln.ne.us, newman2003@neb.rr.com, 
robine@neb.rr.com

Subject Re: JCookRFI#129

Jim, Denise, please respond to Council member Cook's RFI.
Thanks
Bruce

Bruce D. Dart, Ph.D.
Health Director
Lincoln-Lancaster County Health Department
3140 N Street
Lincoln, NE 68510
402-441-8001
bdart@ci.lincoln.ne.us
*****************************************************
"Its amazing how much can get done when no one cares who gets the credit."

                                                                           
             Tammy J                                                       
             Grammer/Notes                                                 
                                                                        To 
             05/04/2006 09:34          Bruce D Dart/Notes@Notes            
             AM                                                         cc 



                                       Elaine Severe/Notes@Notes,          
                                       campjon@aol.com, jcookcc@aol.com,   
                                       robine@neb.rr.com,                  
                                       amcroy@mccrealty.com,               
                                       newman2003@neb.rr.com,              
                                       ksvoboda@alltel.net,                
                                       dmarvin@neb.rr.com,                 
                                       Mayor/Notes@Notes, Mark D           
                                       Bowen/Notes@Notes, Linda K          
                                       Quenzer/Notes@Notes                 
                                                                   Subject 
                                       JCookRFI#129                        
                                                                           
                                                                           
                                                                           
                                                                           
                                                                           
                                                                           

To:           Bruce Dart, Health Director

From:       Jonathan Cook - RFI#129

Jonathan received a phone message from a gentleman requesting to have a
sign put up at 31st & Calvert about dogs having to be on leashes and
cleaning up after them.  Could you please check into this matter.

Please find Request For Information #129 from Jonathan Cook.  If you will
send your response to the Council Office at CouncilPacket@lincoln.ne.gov,
in a pdf format, I will distribute your response in the usual manner on the
Directors' Agenda.  The Subject line need only read JCookRFI#129.
Thank-you.

Tammy Grammer
City Council Office
441-6867



Hercules uses eminent domain to keep out Wal-Mart  
- By JUSTIN M. NORTON, Associated Press Writer 
Tuesday, May 23, 2006  

(05-23) 23:28 PDT HERCULES, Calif. (AP) --  

A San Francisco suburb voted Tuesday night to use the power of eminent domain to keep Wal-
Mart Stores Inc. off a piece of city land after hearing from dozens of residents who accused the 
big-box retailer of engaging in scare tactics to force its way into the bedroom community. 

The overflow crowd that packed into the tiny Hercules City Hall cheered after the five-person City 
Council voted unanimously to use the unusual tactic to seize the 17 acres where Wal-Mart 
intended to build a shopping complex. 

"The citizens have spoken. No to Wal-Mart," said Kofi Mensah, who has lived in Hercules for 
more than two decades and said he values the city's authentic feel. 

Attorneys from Wal-Mart told the council that the retailer had spent close to $1 million to redesign 
the property to the community's liking. They said the council couldn't claim it was legally 
necessary to take the land and that the decision set a bad precedent. 

"Today it may be Wal-Mart but the question is where does it end," Wal-Mart attorney Edward G. 
Burg said. 

City officials countered that buying the land was acceptable to ensure it was developed to the 
community's liking and fit in with overall plans for the city. 

Opponents worried that Wal-Mart would drive local retailers out of business, tie up traffic and 
wreck the small-town flavor of this city of 24,000. 

Wal-Mart spokesman Kevin Loscotoff said after the hearing that the company had not decided 
how to proceed with its plans in light of the decision. 

Wal-Mart's initial proposal for a 142,000-square foot store near Hercules' San Pablo Bay 
waterfront was rejected by the City Council. So the company submitted a scaled-down plan that 
included a pedestrian plaza, two outdoor eating areas and other small shops, including a 
pharmacy. 

Hercules said no again, and opponents began raising the possibility of eminent domain, a legal 
tactic where government agencies can take land from its owners for the public good. 

Cities sometimes use eminent domain to build roads or redevelop properties, but the owners 
must be paid fair market value for their land. 

The U.S. Supreme Court ruled last year that such seizures are allowable if the construction raises 
the tax base and benefits the entire community. 

Some residents and Hercules city officials say the land, which is currently open space, would be 
better suited for upscale stores that attract affluent shoppers and give the suburb a classy touch. 

Officials say using eminent domain is a new tactic in a fight that's occurred elsewhere. 
Communities across the country have kept Wal-Mart out by imposing size caps for businesses 
and laws that set high minimum pay rates. 

Jeri Wilgus, 47, said she was proud of the council for standing up to Wal-Mart and said the town 
could show others how to fight back against big corporations. 



"We are setting an example for the rest of the country," she said. 

A handful of residents said Wal-Mart could provide a much-needed place to purchase 
inexpensive goods, particularly for residents who can't drive out of town. 

"I know I can go there and get a fair price for a good product," said Glenna Phillips, who has lived 
in Hercules for 26 years. 

___ 

 



Position Statement
May 20, 2006

Contact:  Coby Mach
Executive Director
466-3419

RE:  EMS Deficits

The Lincoln Independent Business Association (“LIBA”) would like to thank the bipartisan EMS
Committee put together by Councilman Jon Camp for their hard work in examining the current
budget and management problems involved in operating the ambulance service through the Lincoln
Fire Department.  Because of the report, we are reassured that there is no compromise in care and
we hope there never will be.

Among the 23 recommendations, there are three that have the largest impact on EMS’ solvency:
(1) $450,000 in revenue from fee increases; (2) $400,000 if the employees are reclassified as
Paramedics; and $100,000 if billing service is changed.

After reviewing the report and speaking with members of the Committee, we would make the
following observations and recommendations to the City Council.
 
First, the report clearly states that “personnel costs are the single largest expense” in the EMS
system.  It also notes that using paramedic-only personnel, instead of cross-staffed “firefighter-
paramedic” personnel could save $200,000 to $400,000 a year in salary expenses.  If the City is
going to increase fees associated with the service, it must simultaneously pursue reducing the
personnel costs associated with the service.  LIBA would suggest three options to address this
issue:  (1) ask the firefighter’s union to come to the table and discuss renegotiating contract terms
to provide for paramedic-only positions at a reduced salary; (2) ask the firefighter’s union to come
to the table and find some other mechanism to reduce personnel costs by $400,000 as suggested
by the Committee; or (3) consider moving the EMS service out from under the Fire Department and
moving to another Department that will have different salary standards.  

Secondly, LIBA wishes to address the need for clear and experienced leadership for the ambulance
service.  The City needs a qualified leader who is fully devoted to providing emergency medical
services.  So we agree with the report’s call for someone to be given that role. But LIBA would also
renew our call that this position not be an expansion of the leadership within the Fire Department,
but be a replacement of an existing captain (either upon retirement or as a termination) or
reassignment of an existing staff member.  The Fire Department should not get to increase their
personnel budget with another 6-figure position because they could not fulfill their promises to the
City. 

Finally, we note that while the Committee made a comprehensive report, it consciously ignored the
900-pound gorilla that was sitting in the room at each meeting. That gorilla was representing the
return of the ambulance service to the private sector.  The people of Lincoln deserve to know if a
private ambulance service could run the ambulance service more efficiently and more effectively



than the Fire Department.  LIBA calls on the City to issue an RFP to adequately compare the
existing service from the Fire Department to available private providers.
 
The people of Lincoln are angry.  They were promised a better, faster, and cheaper ambulance
service.  They didn’t get better, they didn’t get faster, and they didn’t get cheaper. Instead, the
people lost tax revenue from a private venture and have huge deficits eating into the budget.  And
no one has held Chief Spadt – who staked his job on the Fire Department’s ability to meet that
promise – accountable for his failures.

This is not a road that Lincoln had to go down.  The elected officials who led us into this debacle
should be proposing solutions to resolve the problem.  Solutions that do not involve providing a
subsidy from taxpayers to cover up the ineptitude that led us to this point.  Once you begin a
subsidy, there will be no incentive to control costs and wages.

The City will have to make some tough choices, and will need some strong leadership.  LIBA calls
on the City Council to fulfill their duty to the people of Lincoln and make the right choices. 







Dave O <daoco@yahoo.com> 

05/22/2006 11:04 AM

To council <council@ci.lincoln.ne.us>

cc Journal Lincoln <oped@journalstar.com>

bcc

Subject Concealed Weapons

  
Dear Council Members;
I write again at the 11th hour to ask you reject any effort to restrict or ban concealed weapons within the city. 
Contrary to the scare mongering employed by our Mayor and Police Chief concealed weapons will not make the 
city less safe or result in "old west" style shoot outs in the street. I would hope that you have all read the following. 
Judging however by your and the Mayors recent actions this bears repeating.
 
Article I – Bill of Rights
Sec 1. All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain inherent and inalienable right; among these 
are life, liberty, the pursuit of happiness, and the right to keep and bear arms for security or defense of self, family, 
home, and others, and for lawful common defense, hunting, recreational use, and all other lawful purposes, and such 
rights shall not be denied or infringed by the state or any subdivision thereof. To secure these rights, and the 
protection of property, governments are instituted among people, deriving their just powers from the consent of the 
governed.
Source: Neb. Const. Art. I sec. 1 (1875) Amended 1988, Initiative Measure No. 403
 
I don’t know what parts of this Seng and Casady are having a problem understanding but I trust that among the 
educated people of the council the meaning will be crystal clear.
David Oenbring
2630 S 13th

  
Lincoln, NE 68502

  



"Janine Saltzman" 
<jsaltzman@CenterPointe.org
> 

05/23/2006 02:51 PM

To <gtiegen@journalstar.com>

cc <council@lincoln.ne.gov>

bcc

Subject Van Dorn Issue

It is May 22nd and 4:30 p.m.  I walk out onto my front porch to brush my German Shepherd of his 
white winter coat.  In my head the five o’clock traffic is going to hit soon and it will be very 
busy for about an hour going north on South 10th.  I start brushing my dog, when I hear car 
engines racing…10th streethas now become a drag strip from Van Dorn to South Street.  As an 
hour and a half pass I counted up to 14 cars who did not stop at the stop sign on the 2700 block 
of Hill…five cars in the east lane trying to maneuver to the far west lane to turn on Hill and 
people just being well…think about it.  

 

To put any business in the pod that is to the south of the 2700 block of Hill would be just 
non-beneficial.  Put a Police Sub Station, Park, or small library, but don’t add to the congestion 
of the traffic in the neighborhood.  I park my vehicle on the street and I sure don’t need any more 
traffic than what we experience on that street.

 

I would like to mention to the city council…how many of you live on that strip?  Semi-trailer 
trucks are great drivers…they turn from the far east lane onto hill all the time…sometimes they 
take out a vehicle…sometimes they get lucky…sometimes they go the wrong way and demolish 
the trees until they hit Van Dorn.  

 

Sorry folks…we don’t by it…B&J can go elsewhere…

 

Janine M. Saltzman

 

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to which they are addressed. 
If you have received this email in error please notify the system manager. Please note that any views or opinions presented in this email are solely 
those of the author and are not necessarily representative of the company. Finally, the recipient should check this email and any attachments for 
the presence of viruses. The company accepts no liability for any damage caused by any virus transmitted by this email.

 

 



 





"Jay Snyder" 
<jaysnyder@neb.rr.com> 

05/25/2006 06:43 AM

To <Council@lincoln.ne.gov>

cc

bcc

Subject City Budget shortfall and property tax evaluations

Dear Council Members:
This is in response to our beloved  mayors intent to fix the current revenue shortfall for the city 
budget by  allowing the entire average property tax increase of 14% to stand and not reduce  mill 
levy.  My understanding is that she has accepted a 3% budget cut from  departments in response 
to this shortfall, this is not enough.
 
Our property tax situation in this  city is out of control, we cannot continue to fund local 
government short falls  with this mentality every time we fall short in the budget process. These 
types  of taxation hikes will do nothing but drive more private sector businesses out  of Lincoln, 
creating even larger future deficits.  I'm in private sector  business, when revenue is short, we 
reduce our spending accordingly.  It's  very simple, why can't local government do the same?
 
It's time the Mayor and the elected  council members get serious about spending.  The current 
ambulance EMS  debacle is one case in point, why should the public now payand  subsidize for 
just a few individuals who failed to manage that  process? But know one seemed to listen back 
when Ron Ecklund, CPA insisted  the proposed EMS takeover would fail miserably, now look.
 
 I would hope that the budget  review process is not a "rubber stamp" approval process, but 
rather all of you  take a serious look at the current spending proposals. Thank You.
 
Jay Snyder
8140 Stockwell  St.
Lincoln, NE  68506
 
402.489.9940



"Sheila Scheinost" 
<SheilaS@LandscapesUnlimit
ed.com> 

05/25/2006 09:41 AM

To "council@ci.lincoln.ne.us" <'council@ci.lincoln.ne.us'>

cc

bcc

Subject 10th & Van Dorn

I am  totally opposed to the development at 10th St & VAn Dorn.  This is a  very busy cross intersection and I 
cannot even think of the nightmare that would  be caused by this addition.  Please do not vote for this development.   

 
Thank  you.
 
Ron &  Sheila Scheinost
5301  Cornell Road
Lincoln,  NE  68516


